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GENERAL  CROP  REPORT  AS  OF  JUNE  1,  1936 


The  Crop  Reporting  Board  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  makes 

the  following  report  from  data  furnished  by  crop  correspon^jstsgrfisei^statisticians, 

and  coooerating  State  agencies.  J^^^  ^      ^  ^ 
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CROP 


1  Percent;  Acres 
of  in 

~  _   |  1935 

Winter  Wheat  j   115.9  j  35,932 

Rye  |     91.5  j  3,716 

Peaches, total  crop !    j  — 

Pears,  total  crop,,;  — —  — — 


I! 


YIELD  PER 

f bushel s ) 


— ijffl 


Adduction 

qti  bushels) 


[Average!  1935 


Thousands!!  1923-32 


15.2 
12.2 


Indicated]] 
June  1,  ||  Ave  rage 
193S  [[1928-32 


14.0 
14.3 


13.4 
9.0 


613 
38.7 
i  56.5 
i  23.1 


Indicated 
June  1, 
1936 
482 
33.4 
40.6 
22.5 


CONDITION  JUNE  1 


CROP 


Average 
1923-32 

Percent 


1S34 
Percent 


1935 

Percent 


1936 

Percent 


Wheat: 


Winter  | 

73 

9 

55 

3 

74 

2  I 

66 

7 

jl  Spring  | 

82. 

7 

41 

3 

85 

2 

66 

9 

Durum  | 

29. 

6  ! 

84. 

4 

60 

8 

Other  spring  j 

42 

4 

•  ■  i 

85 

3 

67 

9 

0atsy.?.7..  | 

81. 

4 

47. 

2 

84. 

4 

74. 

5 

Barley  j 

82 

.6 

44 

7 

84 

3 

75 

.3 

Yty6.:."l.  t^Llill  ! 

79 

.6 

43 

5 

84 

.2 

63 

.2 

Hay,  all  j 

80 

4 

51 

5  1 

77 

6 

75 

2 

Hay,  a: /L  *  J?  ! 

80 

6 

53 

9 

78 

5 

75 

7 

Hay,  wil<.    yj.  j 

Hay,  all  cSlfyer  and  timothy  *....| 

79 

0 

37 

72 

4 

72 

3 

s  79 

.7 

53 

.1 

77 

.  2 

76 

.4 

Hay,  alfalfa  | 

84 

8 

59 

.1 

82 

3 

82 

4 

Pasture  | 

81 

53 

.2 

77 

.7 

74 

.5 

Apples  | 

67 

8 

48 

? 

71 

3 

46 

7 

Peaches  1 

64 

.7 

58 

.3 

62 

.5 

51 

.3 

Pears  ! 

65 

1 

59 

0 

60 

1 

57 

8 

GRAIN  STOCKS  ON  FARMS  ON  JUNE  1 


1934  |l 

1935 

193S 

CROP 

1  Percent 

*  1,000  bushels!! Percent 

4 

1,000  bushels 

iPercent  4|l 

,000  bushels 

Barley  

1 

i  16.4 

!  II 

25,584  12.4 

14,706 

i  1 
22.7 

66,433 

Rye  

j  19.7 

4,162  17.6 

2,827 

|      27.4  ! 

15,850 

*  Includes  some  quantities  not  harvested.     *  Except  in  Southern  States 

*  Short-time  average.     4  Percent  of  previous  year's  crop. 
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GE1JERA1  CROP  REPORT  AS  OP  JUNE  1,  1936. 

Unusually  sharp  changes  in  crop  prospects  occurred  in  the -Various  States 
during  May  according  to  the  June  1  estimates  of  the  Crop  Reporting  Board.     In  the 
southern  part  of  the  Great  Plains  area, from  central  Nebraska  and  northeastern 
Colorado  to  the  Rio  Grande,  prospects  for  late  crops  and  ranges  were  greatly  im- 
proved "by  the  heavy  general  rains,  hut  in  much  of  this  area  winter  wheat  was  too 
far  advanced  to  he  benefitted.    Good  rains  also  fell  during  May  in  Washington  and 
Oregon  west  of  the  Cascades.     In  nearly  all  other  parts  of  the  country  the  hot  dry 
weather  of  May  gave  most  crops  a  poor  start. 

on  June  1 

Crop  prospects /were  markedly  better  than  on  that  date  in  1934.    With  this 
exception  and  the  hay  crop  in  1926  spring  wheat,  oats,  barley,  rye,  hay  and  pas- 
tures, all  show  the  lowest  June  1  condition  on  record.    Winter  wheat  production  is 
forecast  at  482,000,000  bushels  which  would  be  above  production  in  each  of  the 
last  four  years  but  far  below  the  previous  average. 

In  the  Piedmont  section  of  the  Carolinas  and  Georgia  much  of  the  cotton 
shows  a^ragged  stand  and  much  of  the  planted  seed  had  not  sprouted  by  June  1  be- 
cause of  the  drought.     In  the  same  States  there  has  also  been  a  heavy  loss  of  to- 
oacco  plants  after  setting  and  as  it  is  now  rather  late  to  reset  in  most  of  this 
area  this  will  tend  to  decrease  production  of  flue-cured  tobacco.    In  the  w>ole 
area  from  central  Alabama  and  central  Kentucky  eastward  the  drought  has  inter- 
fered with  preparation  of  the  ground  and  the  planting  of  late  crops,  including 
soyceans,  cowpeas  and  sweetpo tatoes.    Various  truck  crops,  strawberries  and 
home  gardens  hava  also  suffered  rather  seriously.  *  |^ 

During  the  first  nine  days  of  June  good  rains  and  local  showers  ended  the 
drought  in  some  areas  and  provided  partial  or  temporary  relief  to  a  large  part 
of  the  area  where  conditions  on  June  1  were  most  distressing  but  adequate  moisture 
is  still  lacking  in  a  large  portion  of  the  area  east  of  the  Mississippi  River  and 
also  in  some  northern  portions  of  the  Great  Plains.     If  dry  weather  continues  in 
these  areas  there  is  danger  of  extensive  crop  failure.    On  the  other  h;f^U  w^th^. 
the  exception  of  the  large  acreage  of  winter  wheat  abandoned  and  some  ij^ks  of 
cotton  and  tobacco  where  no  stand  was  secured,  there  has  been  little  o_  loss 
oi  crops  as  yet.    Timely  rains  during  the  remainder  of  the  season  could  still 
result  in  about  the  usual  production  of  most  field  crops  except  wheat.     The' con- 
dition of  crops  and  pastures  end  the  supply  of  soil  moisture  are  not  greatly  dif- 
ferent from  what  they  were  at  this  season  in  1932  and  equally  favorable  weather 
could  still  cause  nearly  equally  heavy  production. 

The  production  of  several  important  fruits  will  be  rather  light.  The 
severity  of  the  winter  caused  further  loss  of  apple  and  peach  trees  in  the  Horth 
Central  States  and  late  frosts  nipped  fruit  buds  over  a    wide  area,  but  particu- 
larly in  Oklahoma  and  in  the  Ohio  River  and  Central  Mississippi  Valley  areas. 
The  forecast  of  peach  production  is  40,615,000  bushels  which  would  be  slightly 
smaller  than  any  peach  crop  since  1921.     The  number  of  apple  trees  in  bearing 
has  been  declining  and  the  condition  is  the  lowest  for  June  since  1921,  so  one 
of  the  smallest  apple  crops  of  recent  years  is  likely.     The  low  condition  of 
California  grapes  also  indicates  that  a  light  crop  is  probable  and  the  dried 
prune  crop  is  expected  to  be  only  about  80  percent  of  average.    The  production  of 
plums,  cherries  and  apricots  should  be  about  equal  to  that  usually  secured.  Early 
reports  on  oranges  and  grapefruit  for  the  picking  season  beginning  next  fall  show 
nearly  average  condition  and  an  increased  dumber  of  trees  in  bearing.    This  sug- 
gests a    further  increase  in  citrus  fruit  production,  in  line  with  the  upward 
trend  during  recent  years. 
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The  condition  of  vegetable  crops  on  June  1  was  generally  much  lower  than  average. 
Except  in  the  pacific  Coast  States,  drought  conditions  during  May  curtailed  yields 
and  prospective  yields  of  green  vegetables  which  are  normally  marketed  during  May 
and  June.     Lack  of  rain  along  the  southeastern  seaboard  will  result  in  l&to  potato 
yields  in  the  important  commercial  areas  from  Maryland  southward. 

WHITER  WHEAT :  A  United  States  winter  wheat  crop  of  481,870,000  bushels  in  1936 
is  indicated  by  condition  as  of  June  1.  The  1935  winter  wheat  crop  amounted  to 
433,447,000  bushels  and  the  5-year  (1928-32)  average  oroduction  was  618,186,000 
bushels. 

Condition  of  the  crop  on  June  1,  1936  was  reported  at  66.7  Toercent  of  nor- 
mal,  as  compared  with  74.2  percent  on  June  1,   1935  Mid  the  10-year  (1928-32)  aver- 
age of  73.9  percent. 

Prospective  production  of  winter  wheat  increased  by  approximately  18,000,000 
bushels  during  the  month  of  May,  largely  as  the  result  of  above  average  precipita- 
tion in  important  wheat  producing  areas  of  Kansas  and  Nebraska.     The  indicated 
yield  per  acre  increased  1.5  bushels  in  Kansas  and  2.0  bushels  in  Nebraska  during 
May.     Slight  improvement  in  prospects  was  also  noted  in  Ohio  and  Indiana  where 
relatively  dry  weather  has  been  favorable  to  the  development  of  the  crop.  Com- 
plaints of  lack  of  moisture  are  now  becoming  general  in  these  States  and  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  dry  weather  would-  have  an  adverse  effect  on  yields.  Throughout 
most  of  the  territory  east  of  the  Mississippi  River  and  south  of  the  Ohio,  drought 
conditions  reduced  prospective  yields  from  one-half  bushel  to  2  bushels  per  acre 
during  May.     The  Pacific  northwest  also  suffered  from  deficient  moisture  and  ex- 
cessive temperatures  during  May,  resulting  in  declines  in  prospective  yields  per 
acre  amounting  to  1  bushel  in  Idaho  and  Oregon  and  1.5  bushels  in  Washington. 

The  indicated  production  of  winter  wheat  by  classes  in  1936  is  as  follows: 
hard  red,  266, 977, 000^ bushels;   soft  red,  168,128,000  bushels;  white,  46,765,000 
bushels. 

SPRING-  WHEAT:     The  condition  of  spring  wheat  on  June  1,  1936  was  reported  at 
66.9  percent  of  normal,   as  compared  with  85.2  percent  on  June  1,  1935,  and  the 
10-year  (1923-32)  average  of  82.7  percent. 

During  May,  the  spring  wheat  crop  was  handicapped  by  deficient  moisture 
and  above  normal  temperatures  resulting  in  condition  well  below  average  in  the 
Dakotas,  Nebraska  and  Wyoming.     Since  June  1,  beneficial  rains  have  been  received 
in  these  States,  but  yields  in  these  States  can'  hardly  be  expected  to  approach 
average  unless  weather  conditions  are  unusually  favorable  during  the  remainder  of 
the  season.     Conditions  in  other  spring  wheat  producing  States  are  moderately 
below  average. 

Applying  the  yield  per  acre  indicated  by  the  relation  of  June  1  condition 
and  yield  in  past  years  to  the  prospective  acreage  of  spring  wheat  for  harvest 
as  reported  in  the  March  Intentions  report  suggests  a  1936  production  of  all 
spring  wheat  in  the  neighborhood  of  200,000,000  bushels. 

BARLEY :    The  condition  of  barley  on  June  1,  1936  was  reported  to  be  75.3  percent 
of  normal  as  compared  with- 84.3  percent  a  year  ago,  44.7  percent  two  years  ago, 
and  a  10-year  average  (1923-32)  of  82.6  percent. 

The  moisture  situation  was  becoming  serious  by  June  1  throughout  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  West  North  Central  States,  where  about  two-thirds  of  the 
crop  is  produced,   and  there  was  danger  of  heavy  abandonment  of  acreage  unless 
rains  occurred  soon.     The  June  1  condition  in  this  group  of  States  was  consider- 
ably below  average,  particularly  in  North  and  South  Dakota,  Kansas  and  Missouri. 
Condition  was  also  sharply  below  average  in  the  Southern  States  because  of 
drought  conditions.     In  the  East  North  Central  States  and  in  the  Western  States 
it  was  only  slightly  below  average, 
el a  -3- 
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OATS :    The  June  1,  1936,  condition  of  oats  was  74.5  percent  compared  with  84.4 
for  June,  1935,   and  the  10-year  (1923-32)  average  Jiine  1  condition  of  81.4.  The 
season  has  "been  too  dry  in  the  southern  portions  of  the  East  North  Central  States 
and  Missouri  and  in  the  Plains  States  from  North  Dakota  to  Texas.    The  heavy  pro- 
ducing States  of  Illinois,   Iowa,  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin  are  only  slightly  less 
promising  than  last  year,  "but  Nebraska,  North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota  are  notice- 
ably under  1935  while  from  Virginia  westward  on  both  sides  of  the  Ohio  river  and 
southwest  to  Texas  prospects  are  poorer  for  oats  this  year. 

RYE:     The  June  1,  1936    rye  condition  of  63.2  percent  of  normal  indicates  a 
yield  of  9.0  bushels  per  acre  on  the  3,716,000  acres  to  be  harvested  for  grain, 
or  a  production  of  33,429,000  bushels  compared  with  57,936,000  in  1935,   and  the 
5-year  (1928-32)  average  of  38,655,000  bushels.     During  May  prospective  produc- 
tion declined  by  1,824,000  bushels,   or  5.2  percent.    Most  of  the  decline  is  ac- 
counted for  by  deterioration  in  North  Dakota  and  Minnesota,   the  leading  rye  pro- 
ducing States.     In  Nebraska,   another  important  rye  producing  State,  the  crop 
showed  a  slight  improvement.. 

FARM  STOCKS  OF  GRAIN:    Farm  stocks  of  barley  on  June  1,  1936  were  estimated  to 
\  be  66,433,000  bushels  compared  with  14,706,000  bushels  for  the  same  date  in 
I  1935.    Farm  stocks  of  rye  on  June  1,   this  year,  were  15,850,000  bushels  compared 
S  with  2,827,000  bushels  for  the  same  date  in  1935. 

HAY :     The  June  1  condition  of  all  tame  hay  is  75.7  percent  compared  with  78.5 
percent  on  May  1  and  the  10-year  (1923-32)   average  June  1  condition  of  80.6  per- 
cent.    This  represents  about  the  usual  seasonal  change  between  May  1  and  June  1, 
and  indicates  that  recovery  from  the  backward  start  has  not  yet  occurred.  Some 
recovery  may  yet  be  expected  in  areas  in  the  North  Central  and  Western  States  if 
there  is  sufficient  rainfall  during  June.     The  dry  conditions  in  the  South 
Atlantic  and  some  of  the  more  easterly  South  Central  States  are  reflected  in  con- 
dition figures  considerably  lower  than  those  reported  on  May  1. 

Alfalfa  condition  of  82.4  percent  is  the  same  as  that  of  June  1,  1935, 
but  is  slightly  lower  than  the  10-year  (1923-32)  average  of  84.8  percent. 

All  clover  and  timothy  hay  condition  of  76.4  percent  is  lower  than  the 
June  1,  1935  condition  of  77.2  percent  and  the  9-year  (1924-32)  average  of 
79.7  percent. 

Wild  hay  condition  at  72.3  percent  is  at  approximately  the  same  point  as 
on  June  1,  1935,  but  is  6.7  points  lower  than  the  10-year  average. 

PASTURE :     The  condition  of  pastures  on  June  1,   although  not  far  below  the  con- 
dition on  the  same  date  in  1935,  1932  and  1925,  was  the  second  lowest  on  record, 
averaging  74.5  percent  of  normal  compared  with  77.7  percent  last  year,  the 
record  low  of  53.2  percent  in  1934  and  an  average  of  81.3  percent  during  the 
years  1923  to  1932.     Very  few  States  reported  pastures  up  to  their  usual  aver- 
age.   Record  low  conditions  for  Juneywere  reported  in  the  States  of  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,   South  Carolina,   G-eorgia,  Tennessee  and  Alabama  and  in  portions 
of  these  States  pastures  were  brown  as  a  result  of  the  exceptionally  dry  weather 
during  May.    Although  recent  showers  have  been  helpful  and  have  revived  grass 
in  some  of  the  worst  areas,  more  rain  is  needed  to  prevent  deterioration  of 
pastures  in  the  eastern  third  of  the  country. 


ela 
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.    In  the  Southern  Great  Plains  area  the  condition  of  pastures  was  still  low 
on  June  1  but  the  drought  had  "been  effectively  broken,  pastures  had  begun  to 
improve  and  substantial  further  improvement  is  in  prospect.     In  the  Northern  part 
of  the  Great  Plains  area  pastures  were  very  poor  and  urgently  in  need  of  rain  on 
June  1.    Recent  rains  Jiave' been  helpful,  but  there  are  considerable  areas  where 
conditions  are  critical. 

In  the  western  range  area  as  a  whole  the  condition  of*  ranges  on  June  1 
averaged  83  or  only  slightly  below  the  85.6  average  for  that  date  during  the  last 
10  years.    Ranges  were  reported  to  have  hot  fully  recovered  from  recent  dry  years 
and  there  is  a  shortage  of  moisture  in  some  areas  but  the  ranges  carry  a  fair 
to  good  supply  of  feed  and  the  condition  of  range  cattle  and  sheep  is  nearly  up 
to  the  average  for  this  season  of  the  year. 

APPLESj_    The  June  1  condition  of  the  United  States  apple  crop  was  reported  at 
46.7  percent  of  normal  compared  with  a  condition  of  71.3  percent  on  June  1,  1935 
and  with  the  10-year  (192&-32)  average  of  67.8  percent.     This  is  the  lowest  June 
1  condition  of  apples  since  1921.     Condition  is  below  the  10-year  average  in  all 
States  except  South  Dakota,  ITebraska,  Mississippi,  Utah  and  California.  Although 
it  is  too  early  to  forecast  production  present  indications  point  to  one  of  the 
smallest  crops  in  recent  yaars.    In  most  cases  this  poor  prospect  is  attributed 
to  damage  from  low  temperatures  of  last  winter  and  spring. 

June  1  condition  was  spotted  in  the  North  Atlantic  and  New  England  States. 
Cool  weather  and  frosts  immediately  following  blossoming  reduced  the  set  of  fruit 
especially  for  the    early  blooming  varieties  in  western  and  northern  New  York. 
In  general,  New  York  prospects  are  below  average.     In  the  East  North  Central 
States  the  apple  crop  will  be  light  but  late  Varieties  were  hurt  most  by  freezing 
temperatures  and  other  unfavorable  weather  conditions  of  winter  and  spring.  In 
Illinois  winter  injury  was  severe  and  widespread,  and  considerable  killing  of 
trees-resulted,  particularly  in  the  older  age  classifications.    Throughout  the 
West  North  Central  section  prospects  are  for  a  light  crop  of  apples  due  to  light 
bloom,  frosts,  winter  cold  and  in  some  instances  continued  effects  of  the  extreme 
drought  of  1934.    Along  the  South  Atlantic  Coast  a  light  set  is  reported  althpugh 
the  bloom,  in  most  cases,  was  very  satisfactory.    Prospects  for  both  summer  and 
winter  varieties  are  spotted.    Weather  conditions  have  been  favorable  for  spray- 
ing and  the  crop  is  unusually  clean  and  free  from  insect  injury  for  this  season. 
In  the  South  Central  States  the  apple  crop  will  be  poor  as  a  result  of  winter  cold 
and  spring  freezes.    Rainy  weather  during  blossoming  caused  poor  pollination. 
Dry  weather  in  North  Carolina  has  resulted  in  a  heavier  drop  than  usual. 

In  the  Pacific  Coast  and  Mountain  States  prospects  are  below  average  ex- 
cept^  in  California.    There  was  an  abundant  bloom  in  most  sections  of  the  Pacific 
Northwest  but  the  set  of  fruit  was  only  fair,    'Hie  below-average  condition  of  the 
crop  in  this  area  is  attributed  to  the  severe  freezes  of  last  fall  and  winter  and 
to  the  occurrence  of  unfavorable  rainy  weather 'during  the'  blossoming  period. 

PEACHES:     The  total  peach  crop  in  the  United  States  indicated  by  the  June  1  con- 
dition is  40,615,000  bushels,  which  compares  with  the  1935  crop  of  52,808,000' 
bushels  and  the  5-year  (1928-32)  average  production  of  56,451,000  bushels.     The  • 
forecast  for  1936  is  the  lowest  production  since  the  1921  crop. 

Poor  prospects  are  indicated  over  all  of  the  North  Atlantic  and  North  Cen- 
tral States  and  in  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma, 
largely  as  a  result  of  freeze  and  frost  damage  during  the  winter  and  spring.  In 
the  South  Atlantic  States  a  fair  crop  is  in  m-ospect. 
mjd 
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In  South.  Carolina  and  in  Georgia  prospective  production  declined  during  May  due  to 
the  effects  of  dry  weather.     In  the  Western  States  prospects  are  generally  favor- 
able.   Unusually  large  crops  are  indicated  in  Colorado,  Utah,  and  Washington.  In 
California  the  indicated  production  of  both  clingstone  and  freestone  varieties  is 
"below  the  5-year  (1928-32)  average  "but  larger  than  in  1935.     The  June  1  report 
indicates  that  nearly  48  percent  of  the  total  1936  peach  crop  of  the  United.  States 
will  "be  produced  in  California  compared  with  34  percent  in  1935  and  with  the  usual 
proportion  of  42  percent. 


PEARS:      The  June  1  condition  of  the  1936  pear  crop  was  reported  at  57.8  percent 
compared  with  60.1  percent  on  June  1,  1935  and  with  the  10-year  (1923-32)  average 
of  65.1  percent.     Indications  on  June  1  were  for  a  production  of  22,544,000  "bushels, 
which  is  2  percent  above  the  1935  crop  of  22,035,000  bushels,  but  is  3  percent 
below  the  5-year  (1928-32)  average  production  of  23,146,000  bushels. 

In  the  North  Atlantic  and  Horth  Central  States  extreme  low  winter  tempera- 
tures caused  greater  damage  than  was  evident  earlier  in  the  season,  and  late  spring 
frosts  have  brought  additional  loss  of  buds.     In  the  South  Atlantic  and  South 
Central  States,  trees  came  through  the  winter  in  good  condition  but  April  and  May- 
frosts  killed  many  of  the  buds,  -resulting  in  a  production  well  below  average.  In 
the  Pacific  Northwest  pears  escaped  winter  and  spring  freezes  with  relatively 
light  injury,  and  indications  are  for  a  production  -slightly  below  the  record  crop 
of  last  season.    Prospects  in  California,  while  below  average,  point  to  a  much 
larger  production  than  the  short  crop  of  1935. 

CHERRIES;  The  forecast  of  the  1936  crop  of  sweet  and  sour  cherries  in  the  twelve 
commercial  States,  based  on  the  June  1  condition  of  57.1  percent,  is  110,210  tons 
compared  with  a  production  of  120,130  tons  in  1935  and  with  113,886  tons  in  1934. 
The  extreme  low  temperatures  of  the  past  winter,  and  the  late  spring  freezes 
materially  reduced  prospects  in  all  commercial  areas  with  the  exception  of  the 
Pacific  Coast  States.     In  the  Coastal  areas  of  California,  the:  heavy,  rains  daring 
late  May  damaged  the  crop.     Further  damage  probably  occurred  due  to  continued  rains 
in  early  June  in  this  State  as  well  as  in  Oregon  and  Washington.  Considerable 
splitting  of  fruit  is  reported  and  the  commercial  tonnage  is  expected  to  be  lower 
than  the  June  1  indications. 

CITRUS:     The  June  1  reports  on  the  citrus  crops  from  the  1936  bloom  show  the _ con- 
dition of  oranges  somewhat  below  the  5-year  (1928-32)  average  in  California  and 
Florida,  but  for  Texas  it  is  considerably  higher  than  for  the  last  two  years. 
Condition  of  grapefruit  in  Florida  and  Texas  is  considerably  above  the  low  con- 
dition of  June  1,  1935.     The  California  crop  is  about  average  and  Arizona  condition 
is  only  fair.     Condition  of  lemons  and  limes  is  about  average. 

Production  of  oranges  for  the  1935-36  season  (from  1935  bloom)  is  estimated 
at  53,267,000  boxes  compared  with  64r937,000  for  1934-35,  and  with  the  5-year 
(1928-32)  average  of  48,816,000  boxes.     The  forecast  of  California  Valencias,  the 
main  source  of  supply  at  this  time,  is  slightly  loss  than  the  forecast  of  May  1,  , 
and  totals  19,754,000  boxes  compared  with  27,096,000  boxes  produced  in  1934-35  and 
16,465,000  boxes  in  1933-34.     Total  production  of  grapefruit  is  estimated  at 
18,606,000  boxes  compared  with  21,357,000  boxes  in  1934-35  and  with  the  5-year 
average  of  14,730,000  boxes. 

EARLY  POTATOES:     The  June  1  condition. of  all  early  potatoes  in  the  10  southern 
States  ( including  both  commercial  and  farm  crops)  is  reported  to  be  62.1  percent 
of  normal,  which  is  the  lowest  reported  condition  on  that  date  recorded  for  these 
States  since  1924.  .  • 
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This  condition  is  8.2  points  below  the  May  1  condition  and  compares  with  75.1 
percent  on  June  1  last  year,   and  the  9-year  (1924-32)   average  for  June  1  of 
73.9  percent.     Drought  conditions  along  the  southeastern  seaboard  and  in  G-eorgia 
and  Arkansas  were  chiefly  responsible  for  the  decline  in  condition  during  May. 

M I LK  PRODUCT I ON ;    Milk  production  in  the  country  as  a  whole  continues  somewhat 
above  last  year's  levels  with  a  heavier  production  per  cow  more  than  offsetting 
the  decreased  number  of  milk  cows'  on  farms.     On  June  1,  production  per  cow  was 
averaging  3  to  4  percent  above  production  on  that  date  last  year,  but  since 
farmers  had  about  2  percent  fewer  milk  cows  in  their  herds,   total  daily  milk 
production  was  apparently  only  1  to  2  percent  above  production  on  June  1  a  year 
ago.     On  May  1  milk  production  was  2  to  3  percent  higher  than  a  year  earlier 
and  on  April  1  about  5  percent  higher. 

Notwithstanding  the  poor  pastures  on  June  1,  when  the  condition  in  only 
a  few  States  was  up  to  average,  production  per  cow  as  reported  by  crop  corre- 
spondents was  higher  than  on  any  June  1  since  1931  and  was  nearly  up  to  the 
1925-29  average  on  that  date.     Prices  of  dairy  products  have  been  high  enough  to 
encourage  liberal  feeding  of  grain  and  hay  where  needed  and  this  has  tended  to 
offset  the  shortage  of  pasturage  in  some  areas.     Even  in  the  South,  where  a  num- 
ber of  States  report  the  lowest  June  1  condition  of  pastures  on  record,  produc- 
tion per  cow,  although  still  low,  was  not  as  low  as  might  otherwise  be  expected. 
In  nearly  all  of  the  States  outside  of  the  South,  production  per  cow  was  reported 
above  last  year  on  June  1,  and  in  the  Northeastern  group  and  Wisconsin,  produc- 
tion per  cow  was  the  highest  in  twelve  years  of  record.     For  the  country  as  a 
whole,   crop  correspondents  were  securing  16.99  pounds  of  milk  per  cow  on  June  1 
compared  with  16.41  "pounds  on  that  date  last  year,  15.11  pounds  in  the  drought 
year  of  1934  and  the  June  1  average  of  17.20  pounds  during  the  previous  9  years. 

EGG-  PRODUCTION:    Reports  on  June  1  indicate  that  egg  production  per  hen  con- 
tinued at  a  relatively  high  level.     Total  egg  production  was  almost  5  percent 
greater  than  on  that  date  last  year.    Production  was  about  7  percent  less,  how- 
ever, than  the  5-year  average  June  1  production  for  the  years  1928-32.    The  gain 
over  last  year  in  egg  production  was  due  partly  to  an  increase  of  about  2.5  per- 
cent in  numbers  of  layers  on  hand.     The  reported  egg  production  per  100  hens  was 
51,2  eggs  compared  with  50.3  last  year,  47.9  in  1934  and  a  5-year  June  1  average 
of  49.8  eggs." 
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Present  conditions  in  the  Northern  Hemisphere  indicate  an  increase  in 
wheat  production  in  North  America  but  a  decrease  in  production  in  Europe, 
exclusive  of  Russia,  and  North  Africa,  compared  with  last  year.     Grain  crop 
conditions  in  Russia  are  reported  to  be  generally  favorable,  especially  in 
the  Ukraine  where  an  early  harvest  is  expected.    Prospects  in  China  are  for  a 
late  harvest  but  it  is  estimated  that  production  will  be  10  percent  above  last 
year,  and  the  wheat  of  good  quality. 

The  official  estimate  of  the  spring  wheat  acreage  in  Canada  has  not  yet 
been  released.    Private  reports,  however,  estimate  that  the  acreage  will  be 
somewhat  smaller  than  indicated  by  "intentions- to- plant" ,  due  to  unfavorable 
weather  and  shortage  of  good  seed  in  some  regions.     Farmers1  intentions 
indicated  an  increase  of  about  3  percent  over  last  year.     Condition  as  of  May 
31,  was  below  average  for  all  grain  crops  as  the  result  of  late  seeding, 
deficiency  of  soil  moisture  and  low  temperatures  throughout  the  past  month. 

The  crop  situation  in  Europe  has  changed  very  little  during  May. 
Weather  conditions  were,  with  a  few  exceptions,  favorable.    Warmer  weather 
prevailed  throughout  most  of  Euro*oe,  to  the  benefit  of  crops.    Much  needed 
rains  were  had  in  Algeria  and  southern  Italy,  improving  prospects  somewhat. 
Good  rains  were  also  reported  in  the  Danube  countries,  where  prospects  are  re- 
ported to  be  very  favorable.     In  Austria,  on  the  other'  hand,  heavy  rains  caused 
deterioration  of  the  wheat  crop.     It  is  reported  that  in  trade  circles  some 
apprehension  is  felt  over  the  prospect  of  excessive  rain  in  Central  Europe 
this  summer  and  suggestions  are  being  published  as  to  measures  farmers  should 
take  in  order  to  reduce  losses.     If  unfavorable  weather  should  be  experienced 
during  the  harvest  period,  crop  estimates  would  probably  be  reduced  materially. 
Crop  prospects  in  Germany,  Poland,  Czechoslovakia,  Greece  and  The  Netherlands 
are  better  than  average.     In  Italy,  France  and  North  Africa  they  are  average  or 
slightly  below.    Prospects  in  Spain  and  Portugal  are  definitely  poor.  In 
Portugal  it  is  expected  that  the  crop  will  not  exceed  half  of  last  year's 
production. 

Spring  sowings  in  the  Soviet  Union  made  rapid  progress  during  May  and  on 
May  20  were  only  slightly  behind  those  of  the  same  date  a  year  ago.  'The  total 
acreage  sown  to  spring  wheat  by  May  15  is  reported  to  have  amounted  to  93  percent 
of  this  year's  plan.  This  would  indicate  an  acreage  of  56,300,000  acres  and  does 
not  differ  materially  from  the  amount  sown  at  the  same  time  a  year  ago.  Cold 
weather  in  mid-May  seems  to  have  resulted  in  no  serious  damage  to  the  wheat  crop. 

The  second  estimate  of  the  production  in  India  is  350,709,000  bushels 
compared  with  366,725,000  bushels,  the  corresponding  estimate  of  the  1935  crop. 

Drought  conditions  in  Australia  are  seriously  impeding  the  progress  of 
seeding.     Conditions  in  Argentina  are  favorable  for  plowing,  and  seeding  of 
wheat  is  becoming  general  in  the  Central  and  JTorthern  part. 
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WINTER  WHEAT 


;              CONDITION  (June  l) 

PRODUCTION 

STATE     :     Average     :           •  : 

Average 

:                       :  Indicated 

 :_  1923-32  _:  19.35  :  1936  _ 

1  _1928-32_ 

.  1  1935   :   1936  

Percent 

Thousand  "bushels 

N.  Y. 

80 

82 

84 

4,245 

6,141 

5 

265 

N.  J. 

86 

82 

83 

1,165 

1,372 

1. 

254 

Pa. 

82 

85 

81 

17,205 

18,816 

16 

056 

Ohio 

75 

92 

73 

30,251 

42,343 

32, 

688 

Ind. 

76 

84 

67 

26,279 

28,458 

24 , 

896 

111. 

71 

83 

64 

30,079 

26,506 

29. 

436 

Mich. 

80 

86 

79 

15,345 

17,754 

14, 

859 

Wis. 

80 

89 

85 

600 

440 

480 

Minn. 

79 

90 

72 

3,283 

2,655 

2, 

652 

Iowa 

81 

84 

83 

6,698 

5,814 

163 

Mo . 

73 

32 

69 

20,217 

24,130 

24, 

492  ' 

S.Dak. 

72 

81 

44 

1,867 

1,580 

852" 

Nebr. 

74 

83 

77 

54,169 

36,400 

41. 

368 

Kans. 

68 

58 

70 

177,054 

59,887 

130. 

450 

Del. 

86 

85 

80 

1,800 

1,658 

1, 

530 

Md. 

83 

86 

77 

8,648 

8,323 

7, 

752 

Va. 

81 

84 

67 

9,220 

8,714 

8, 

262" 

W.Va. 

78 

87 

74 

1,645 

2,538 

2, 

025' 

N.C. 

82 

84 

66 

3,653 

5,198 

4, 

140 

S.C. 

75 

80 

62 

575 

980 

808 

G-a. 

74 

73 

64 

510 

805 

760 

Ky. 

76 

78 

75 

3,002 

3,097 

3, 

708 

Tenn. 

78 

78 

65 

2,918 

3,636 

3, 

562 

Ala. 

77 

72 

65 

34 

66 

uu 

57 

Ark. 

76 

75 

69 

247 

424 

340 

Okla. 

70 

63 

46 

55,145 

33,030 

29, 

358  • 

Tex. 

65 

37 

36 

41,083 

10,010 

13, 

598 

Mont. 

74 

82 

57 

3,800 

10,469 

8, 

503 

Idaho 

86 

86 

69 

13,252 

9,030 

7, 

840 

Wyo. 

80 

44 

46 

1,711 

1,177 

1, 

354- 

Colo. 

72 

35 

56 

13,051 

2,220 

5, 

790 

N.Mex. 

59 

51 

33 

3,712 

700 

979 

Ariz. 

91 

89 

89 

602 

836 

851 

Utah 

88 

92 

69 

3,358 

3,192 

2, 

366 

Nev. 

92 

92 

103 

69 

50 

50" 

Wash. 

78 

80 

68 

28,039 

30,425 

1?, 

661 

Oreg. 

85 

63 

76 

17,610 

10,931 

14, 

041 

Calif. 

77 

89 

83 

11,046 

13,592 

14, 

644- 

U.  S. 

73.9 

74.2 

66.7 

618,186 

433,447 

481, 

870. 
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:     SPUING  WHEAT  (ALL) 

:                OATS  : 

:  BAKLEI 

:     COlCDITIONj  June  1 

CONDITIO!^  June  1  : 

CONDITIO!^  June  1 

STATE  :  Average:  : 

:  Average: 

:  Average:  : 

:  1923-32:  1935  i  1936 

:  1923-32:     1935  :  1936 

:  1923-32:  1935     : '  1936 

. Percent 

:             [ Percent 

:  Percent 

Me. 

90 

87 

94 

91 

92 

.  92 

89 

88 

91 

N.H. 

— 

_  _ 

—  — 

91 

92 

83 

—  — . 

_.  _ 

Vt. 

— — 



89 

86 

85 

88 

79 

88 

Mass. 

— —  . 

— 



90 

83 

85 

_  _ 

—  — 

R.I. 

— 

— 

—  — 

90 

86 

68 

 , 

- 

Conn. 

88 

85 

90 

_  „ 

— 

-J 

¥;Y. 

82 

83 

77 

82 

78 

81 

82 

77 

80  ' 

H.J. 

— « 

— >  M 

86 

76 

82 

89 

74 

70 

Pa. 

84 

77 

77 

84 

77 

73 

85 

80 

79  ' 

Ohio 

80 

85 

71 

78 

79 

76 

81 

82 

78 

Ind. 

78 

92 

77 

77 

78 

73 

78 

82 

74 

111. 

81 

83 

80 

79 

81 

75 

85 

82 

81  ' 

Mich. 

84 

78 

79 

81 

80 

75 

82 

82 

78 

VTis. 

87 

90 

86 

88 

88 

86 

88 

88 

84 

Minn. 

85 

87 

85 

86 

89 

87 

86 

88 

86 

la. 

86 

89 

82 

87 

91 

84 

88 

92 

87 

Mo. 

76 

79 

68 

71 

84 

57 

78 

78 

63 

IT.  Dak. 

82 

85 

56 

81 

83 

60 

82 

83 

58 

3 .  Dak. 

82 

87 

58 

82 

89 

69 

83 

88 

66  " 

Nebr. 

85 

85 

71 

83 

88 

74 

84 

87 

80 

Kans. 

72 

59 

63 

73 

78 

61 

71 

39 

64 

Del. 

— 

— 

— 

86 

92 

64 

— 

— 

_ _ 

Md. 

— 

— 

82 

79 

60 

83 

86 

68 

Va. 

— 

— 

— 

80 

79 

50 

81 

86 

65  ' 

W.Va. 

.  — 

— 

— 

80 

80 

61 

~~ 

86 

76 

N.C. 

— 

"  — 

'  77 

84 

54 

82 

84 

69 

3.C. 

— 

— 

75 

84 

60  . 

— 

Ca. 

— 

— — 

72 

80 

64 

— 

— . 

MM 

Fla. 

— 

— , 

70 

66 

74 

—  — 

Ky. 

_  _ 

77 

75 

54 

78 

81 

69 

Tenn. 

— 

— 

_  _ 

76 

75 

47 

79 

81 

61 

Ala. 

— 

 _ 

72 

78 

67 

— 

— 

Miss. 

— 

— 

 ^ 

73 

72 

79 

— 

Ark. 

— 

71 

78 

61 

_  — 

— ~ 

r 

La. 

_  _ 



72 

71 

70 

_  — « 



Okla. 

70 

80 

49 

69 

51 

44 

Tex. 

-~ 

— 

71 

72 

46 

67 

62 

44" 

Mont. 

82 

89 

76 

81 

90 

77 

83 

91 

77 

Ida. 

90 

88 

83 

90 

87 

88 

91 

88 

87  ' 

Wyo. 

90 

85 

69 

91 

90 

70 

92 

90 

70 

Colo. 

85 

.  86 

78 

86 

89 

83 

85 

86 

79 

]£.Mex. 

81 

'  83 

74 

80 

80 

72 

81 

68 

72 

Ariz . 

89  . 

91 

85 

90 

93 

92 

Utah 

91 

90 

79 

92 

91 

83 

92 

91 

84 

Nev. 

92 

89 

91 

91 

94 

89 

93 

94 

94 

Wash. 

80 

74 

81 

88 

82 

88 

84 

78 

81 

Oreg. 

86 

73 

83 

90 

79 

92 

89 

77 

88 

Calif. 

80 

93 

83 

78 

91 

85 

U.S. 

82.7 

85.2 

DO.  J 

81.4 

84.4 

74.5 

82.6 

84.3 

75.3 

CROP  REPORT 

as  of 
June  1,  19,36  • 

Bni'HiiHiiiuiiiuiiiiiiiu.  ::iiiHHuiiiUMuitiMii;iiiHimuititnui 


mbp 
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CROP  REPORT 

as  of 

June  1,  1336 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

CROP  REPORTING  BOARD 


Washington,  D.  C. 

June  10,  1936 

3':00'p7MrTE7T.'7 


lllllUlfllMIIIilHIiriirlliniMllllllllKlbJIIIIIUMIHIIIIII 


umntutumuttmu 


tinuiittuuntimnuu 


RYE 


CONDITION  ijune  l)_  .  [  PRODUCTION 


o  m  a  mTTi 

STATJB 

•  Average 

• 
• 

• 
• 

s  Average 

•  • 

•  • 

Indicat 

—  _  

X  1923-32 

1  _  1935  

1  _  1936_ 

_  1  1928^32 

_  1  _  1335  I 

_1£36  . 

Percent 

• 

Th e  us  a n d_ Bu  s h e  1  s_ 

N.  Y. 

64 

83 

85 

.  315 

345 

285 

N.J. 

89 

86 

85 

445 

315  ' 

289 

Pa. 

87 

85 

81 

1,671 

1,665 

1,390 

Ohio 

80 

89 

77 

662 

1,320 

572 

Ind* 

81 

86 

76  . 

1,118 

2 , 358 

1,460 

111. 

82 

87 

80 

757 

1,274 

796 

Mich. 

82 

84 

79 

1,978 

2,940 

1,638 

Wis. 

83 

89 

85 

2,334 

4,082 

2,940 

Minn. 

80 

90 

70 

5 , 966 

9,900 

4,914 

Iowa 

87 

92 

84 

677 

2,077  ' 

1,080 

Mo . 

80 

82 

77 

163 

600 

178 

N.Dak. 

74 

73 

44 

11,362 

12,754 

7,306 

S.Dak:. 

76 

67 

46 

4,048 

7,050 

2,182 

Nebr. 

82 

87 

75 

3,150 

7,250 

4,440 

Kans. 

77 

67 

80 

223 

682 

803 

Del. 

90 

88 

81 

82 

72 

68 

MA 
ivid. 

86 

88 

70 

264 

240 

208 

v  a. 

84 

85 

71 

605 

540 

460 

W .  Va. 

83 

84 

73 

147 

150 

90 

"NT  P 

88 

82 

66 

459 

458 

358 

o  .  U . 

80 

80 

68 

67 

72 

68 

Ga. 

79 

74 

62 

88 

°5 

RR 

Ky. 

80 

84  ' 

73. 

180 

1*6 

126 

Tenn. 

o  w 

65 

115 

109 

72 

Okla. 

77 

65 

57 

78 

64 

72 

Tex. 

70 

59 

55 

33 

36 

24 

Mont. 

78 

85 

68 

574 

620 

512 

Idaho 

89 

90 

73 

46 

50 

45 

Wyo . 

88 

65 

58 

225 

144 

204 

Colo. 

80 

63 

70 

443 

126 

330 

Utah 

88 

95 

63 

23 

45 

26 

Wash. 

80 

74 

82 

117 

98 

126 

Oreg. 

.  89 

79 

90 

240 

299 

312 

U.S. 

73.6 

84.2 

63 . 2 . 

38,655 

57,936 

33,429 

mbp 
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CROP  REPORT 

as  of 
Jxme  i-,-1936- 


UMITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
CROP  REPORTING  BOARD 


Washington,  D.  C. , 
June  10,  1936 


iBUflufrninumitBirauJiJimnnt'imtimiMftuamtnMfra 


rmH?ittimniiraiauHmiii'i.'UimmuiinimnifDintuiwuu'«>w^iuanmiuiHKnniHit>iiiniNiMii!ittu»<i»ii*iiiiii 


STOCKS  ON  3PA3MS  JUKE  1,  1935  AND  1936 


baplsy" 

EYE 

: Percent  of 

pre-  : 

:  Percent  of 

pre- 

:vious  year 

s  crop: 

Quantity 

:  vious  y_ear 

s  crop  : 

Quantity 

State 

:    1^35  : 

1936  : 

1935 

■1936 

:  1935 

1936  : 

1935  ;  : 

1936 

- 

• 

Thous  and_3u . 

Thousand_Bu . 

Me. 

23 

6 

ft  A 

34 

JLU 

— 

— 

vt. 

24 

19 

oc 

CO 

— 

— 

■»» 

IT. I. 

26.5 

19 

±  t  (JDc, 

'yon 
(  J  u 

19 

21 

A& 

7P 

N.J. 

25 

25 

( 

p 
o 

5 

9  " 

1  7 

JL  f 

PR 

Pa. 

18 

14 

Old 

PP3 
ceo 

22 

27 

PQR 

Ohio 

14 

17 

AP, 

7fi 

7 

15 

57 

1  PR 

Ind. 

4.5 

19 

1  u 

1  DQ 
iU  ^ 

12 

19 

1  RP 

'  44R 

111. 

48 

25 

4.P4. 

4-53 

14 

14 

88 

"  178 

Mich. 

18 

20 

out? 

1  065 

12 

34 

1  58 

"1, 000 

Wis. 

12 

13 

<s9  olc 

29 

37 

51  3 

1  510 

Minn. 

10.5 

25 

P  R'XP 

1  4-  688 

18.5 

32 

4-58 

'3, 168 

Iowa 

15 

22 

76Q 
!  ov 

3,398 

25 

29 

82 

602 

Mo. 

3 

«_/  •  0 

r 

44 

2 

9 . 5 

p 

*  57 

IT. Dak. 

21 

1    AO  R 

15,034 

12 

27 

124 

'3,444 

S.Dak. 

26 

37 

4.AP 

"1  K,  95R 

59 

35 

1  94 

2  468 

ITe'br. 

34 

26 

y±o 

A  D7R 

33 

22 

240 

1  595 

Kans. 

25 

23 

2.5 

19 

4 

130 

J-  w  V> 

Del. 

■ — 

— 

32 

8 

P9 

6 

Ly 

ivid. 

11 

8 

Oil 

bi 

15 

13 

45 

OI 

Va. 

12 

15 

i  or 

!4tU 

17 

11 

94 

6Q 

".Va. 

8 

16 

u 

lo 

13 

21 

16 

-L 

3P 

N.C. 

3.5 

6.5 

J-U 

1  r 

9.5 

12 

47 

s.c. 

— 

-- 

5 

7.5 

3 

R 

Ga. 

— — 

— 

3.5 

8 

ft 
o 

Ky. 

7 

2 

1  5 

b 

1 

3 

1 

3 

Term. 

5 

5 

16 

15 

3 

1 

2 

1 

Okla. 

7 

8.5 

89 

126 

7 

3 

4 

2 

Tex. 

8 

22 

1  97 

o  o 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Mont. 

27 

20 

598 

662 

28 

30 

59 

186 

Ida. 

14 

23 

600 

1,204 

2 

25 

1 

12 

Wyo . 

25 

21 

194 

410 

18 

16 

13 

23 

Colo. 

12 

20 

363 

.1,087 

10 

22 

18 

28 

N.Mex, 

5 

33 

6 

87 

Ari  z . 

0.5 

7 . 5 

3 

68 

Utah 

10 

11 

84 

178 

1 

2 

1 

Nev . 

10 

3 

17 

6 

Wash. 

9 

13 

159 

274 

10 

20 

12 

20 

Oreg. 

8 

12 

208 

396 

7 

10 

17 

30 

Calif. 

2 

2 

454 

y.__s.  _ 

12^4 

.  22.7  _ 

14x706_  . 

_66,433 

 17.6 

27_._4_ 

_  _2JL827_ 

15^.8 50 _ 

mjd 


CROP  REPORT 

as  of 
...  J^e.l. 193  6 ...... 


ittit(!Ui::iiii.iHiiu<wtituHMiiiiiii 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
BUREAU  OF  AGrftCULrTUrtAL  eCONOMTCS 
CROP  REPORTING  BOARD 

■■MomMaamiaiMioimiiuoniMiiHiiaMM 


KAY  AND  PASTURE  CONDITION  (JUEE  l) 


Washington,  D.  C. , 

....Jime..l0.,.„19.3^j....;., 
...3.rOO..p.tlL....{E,.3:...). 


uiimiijiiiinuiuuuuimua. 


:.    CLOVER  AED 

STATE 

:  TAME 

HAY 

1  _  E1^- 

HAY  

jJHl'OTHY 

_KAY_  _ 

I  ALFALFA 

RAY  _: 

_PASTUR 

:    Avg.  : 

:    Avg.  : 

:  Avg. 

:  Avg...: 

Avg.-'  : 

j_1923-32: 

1936_ 

:  1923-32: 

_1936 

2_1924-32j_ 

1936_ 

:  1923-32 :_ 

1936  : 

1923-32  \_ 

1936_ 

Perc 

ent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

percent 

M  6  . 

90 

91 

•J  X 

88 

84 

89 

93 

86 

93 

86 

87 

90 

85 

86 

78 

90 

86 

89 

83 

87 

85 

Vt . 

92 

o  o 

88 

79 

90 

85 

86 

79 

88 

90 

M  n  q  c 
IV  i  ex  o  o  • 

R^ 

86 

78 

88 

84 

88 

83 

85 

83 

R  I . 

—  •   —  * 

88 

7fi 

87 

83 

88 

78 

92 

82 

86 

73 

Hon "n  . 

\J  Villi  • 

87 

84 

86 

80 

88 

86 

89 

89 

86 

81 

lM.it 

R4 

78 

82 

73 

85 

79 

89 

83 

83 

84 

11  J 

80 

6A 

86 

69 

81 

65 

87 

74 

82 

70 

X  o.  • 

wX 

68 

82 

80 

81 

69 

86 

76 

82 

72 

\JJX  XU 

75 

73 

75 

73 

75 

74 

81 

81 

79 

80 

Tnri 

75 

74 

80 

74 

75 

73 

83 

82 

80 

78 

75 

76 

78 

78 

75 

78 

82 

84 

79 

79 

Mi  rh 

1.1  X  Oil  • 

79 

78 

83 

83 

78 

78 

86 

84 

81 

81 

Wi  c» 

80 

85 

82 

82 

80 

86 

82 

89 

80 

88 

1  IXIliJ.  . 

78 

87 

76 

82 

78 

89 

83 

87 

77 

88 

T  DCTP 
luwa 

78 

81 

82 

86 

78 

82 

87 

90 

80 

85 

Mo 

73 

63 

80 

■  68 

72 

68 

81 

80 

79 

72 

1 .  •       CX±S-  • 

75 

55 

73 

49 

74 

61 

78 

64 

73 

o2 

O  •  X*  C1— \.  • 

79 

63 

75 

57 

76 

67 

79 

62 

76 

62 

AT  p  Tit* 

83 

79 

83 

86 

83 

83 

84 

80 

84 

77 

XT  n  ri  o 

79 

79 

82 

78 

79 

84 

79 

82 

84 

75 

"Del 

81 

70 

88 

70 

80 

68 

86 

83 

81 

61 

i  1  vJ-  • 

76 

54 

77 

61 

77 

52 

84 

68 

78 

59 

75 

45 

75 

52 

75 

45 

81 

59 

80 

47 

I'  •  V  ct  • 

75 

f  t— ' 

56 

78 

64 

77 

60 

81 

69 

80 

63 

80 

51 

79 

53 

— 

53 

81 

46 

80 

46 

s.c. 

72 

46 

70 

61 

— 

— 

76 

47 

73 

44 

75 

58 

76 

47 

-- 

— 

81 

53 

78 

49 

PI  P  . 

76 

68 

LJ  (J 

78 

68 

— 

— 

__ 

— 

77 

70 

Kv . 

75 

5Q 

78 

61 

75 

62 

81 

73 

81 

62 

Tpirn 

76 

48 

77 

51 

75 

46 

82 

60 

82 

47 

Ala. 

74 

6fi 

74. 

S£ 

— 

-- 

77 

69 

79 

65 

M  i  s  s . 

77 

75 

77 

71 

__ 

-- 

81 

84 

81 

75 

Ark. 

75 

68 

78 

68 

— 

— 

80 

76 

82 

72 

79 

80 

70 

— 

— 

82 

75 

82 

76 

Okla. 

78 

64 

ol 

67 

78 

58 

o  n 
82 

64 

Tex. 

79 

7P 

80 

77 

83 

75 

83 

76 

Mo  n't . 

84 

76 

81 

72 

85 

80 

86 

80 

81 

74 

I  daho 

89 

8-4- 

89 

85 

89 

83 

88 

86 

90 

86 

90 

7P 

90 

67 

90 

78 

90 

73 

93 

61 

Colo . 

86 

82 

88 

86 

91 

85 

85 

80 

86 

76 

N.Mex. 

85 

76 

82 

66 

89 

77 

86 

83 

80 

65 

Ariz . 

91 

85 

75 

67 

91 

87 

85 

75 

Utah. 

88 

81 

92 

86 

90 

83 

87 

81 

88 

75 

Nev. 

88 

83 

85 

85 

90 

83 

87 

84 

87 

82 

Wash. 

86 

82 

85 

86 

88 

87 

85 

80 

85 

87 

Greg. 

90 

90 

84 

86 

89 

89 

38 

89 

91 

93 

Calif. 

37 

85 

82 

83 

91 

86 

80 

84 

U.  s. 

80.6 

75.7 

79.0 

72.3 

79.7 

76.4 

84.8 

82.4 

81.3 

74.5 

CROP 

REPORT 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE       Washington,  D.  C. , 

as  of 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  'ECONOMICS 

June 

10,  1936 

June 

1,  1936 

CROP  REPORTING  BOARD 

3:00 

P.M.  (E.T.) 

uuiuimumnamuMmtimjammtm 

A  . 

P  P  L  E  S 

MiMimmimiiuiiimiaouiHuiuiiMmiiiuiiuiiiiiuiww 

PEACHES 

:     CONDITION  June 

1  : 

CONDITION  June  1 

PRODUCTION 

:  Avg. 

Avg. 

:  Average 

Indicated 

STATE 

:  1923-32 

:  1935  ;  : 

L936  : 

1923-32 

:  1935 

:  1936 

:  1928-32 

!     1935  : 

1936 

Percent 

Percent 

Thousand  Bushels 

Me. 

86 

67 

58  ' 

N-H. 

84 

80 

47 

78 

16 

64 

20 

2 

8 

Vt . 

88 

78 

29 

Mass . 

84 

81 

62 

76 

13 

71 

153 

21 

1 02 

R.I. 

86 

83 

76 

82 

18 

-L  L-> 

85 

34 

6 

30 

Conn. 

82 

73 

69 

80 

42 

59 

205 

37 

105 

N.Y. 

77 

75 

42 

74 

54 

u->XT 

52 

1  617 

793 

600 

N.J. 

73 

72 

60 

74 

35 

65 

1  69? 

800 

1  360 

Pa. 

72 

73 

49 

62 

61 

vJX 

27 

1  708 

1  675 

576 

Ohio 

62 

71 

26 

RP 

65 

7 

1  089 

1  606 

1  68 

Ind. 

61 

73 

27 

4fi 

7fi 
(  u 

4 

658 

900 

1  2 

111. 

60 

74 

26 

AA 

7Q 

10 

-J—  w 

1  7CS1 

3  P8^ 

PP5 

Mich. 

72 

■  R4 

58 

fiP 

DC 

R3 
00 

44 

1    4-1  6 

JL  ,  t:X  O 

1  Q66 

Q66 

Wis . 

80 

8R 

61 

Minn. 

74 

R7 

60 

I  owa 

71 

1  X 

73 

62 

o\j 

8 

fi7 

81 

ox 

7 

Mo . 

"57 

78 

25 

7S 

9 

RQ1 

1    1  86 

X  ,  X  0  u 

8? 

S .  Dai: . 

67 

77 

68 

lie  hr . 

62 

64 

63 

4-7 

4-^ 

20 

40 

60 

14 

Kans. 

56 

54 

29 

37 

kJ  f 

41 

t:X 

16 

1  46 

1  98 

55 

Del. 

67 

67 

61 

37 

68 

P9? 

PP5 

371 

t->  (  _L 

Md. 

64 

67 

49 

64 

46 

45 

509 

382 

311 

Va. 

54 

60 

35 

50 

45 

40 

839 

774 

703 

W.Va. 

55 

66 

36 

46 

22 

9 

492 

300 

80 

i.e. 

56 

55 

35 

58 

71 

45 

1 , 980 

2,400 

1,  440 

3.  C. 

56 

57 

42 

59 

71 

47 

1,  205 

1,  781 

1,000 

C-a. 

57 

53 

39 

62 

66 

60 

1/  5,749 

5,  891 

5,332 

Fla. 

64 

49 

67 

68 

52 

62 

Ey« 

55 

45 

24 

52 

46 

11 

574 

546 

110 

T  enn . 

53 

46 

34 

52 

50 

24 

1,402 

899 

540' 

Ala. 

54 

56 

50 

58 

65 

53 

933 

825 

776 

Miss . 

54 

57 

59 

59 

60 

64  . 

619 

550 

660 

Ark. 

56 

65 

19 

52 

48 

19 

1,  461 

1,  290 

594 

La. 

54 

56 

40 

59 

57 

57 

192 

175 

175 

Okla. 

51 

55 

6 

35 

55 

1 

458 

816 

33 

Tex. 

50 

51 

24 

49 

57 

33 

1,380 

1,891 

930 

Mont . 

80 

89 

48 



Idaho 

79 

87 

54 

55 

56 

70 

152 

160 

148 

Wyo . 

82 

76 

52 

— 

— 





Colo. 

74 

73 

70 

76 

81 

80 

950 

1,276 

1,260 

IJ.Mex. 

62 

53 

45 

42 

63 

26 

78 

103 

63 

Ariz. 

64 

69 

63 

67 

75 

49 

78 

67 

42 

Utah 

81 

85 

82 

73 

71 

78 

595 

680 

638 

Nev. 

70 

73 

60 

54 

67 

50 

5 

8 

5 

Wash. 

75 

76 

60 

57 

44 

86 

1,131 

928 

1,424 

Oreg. 

78 

70. 

66 

59 

66 

47 

277 

297 

206 

Calif. 

71 

77 

71 

80 

64 

74 

1/  23 ,  844 

17,876 

19,402 

Clingstone  2/  - 

3/76 

67 

74 

1/15,610 

12,001 

12,781 

Freestone  4/  - 

3/79 

60 

73 

ll  8,234 

5  ,  875 

6,621 

U.S. 

67.8 

71.3 

46.7 

64.7 

62.5 

51.3 

1/56,451 

52,808 

40, 615 

l/  Includes  some 

quantities  not 

harves 

ted  on 

account 

of  market 

conditions 

.  '   2/  Main- 

ly  for 

canning. 

3/  Short 

-time 

average 

4/  Mainly  for  drying. 

ela  -13- 


CROP  REPORT 

as  of 
June  1,  1936 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
CROP  REPORTING  60ARD 


Washington,  D.  C, 

June  la ,  1^36 

..3.A.QQ...L.M*  5Lii.lI 


M'imiiifiimiiiimiiMivtHiiniiiiiJiiiiuiiitini .i.hmhhii.  n Hi  Mil  i n mliim. 1 1 n 1 11 1 n tmiNiMi . u  IfriniimMltlDUMitltUHl 


tiriiHtuiMWinniimvmitiMuiH«r>iuiuiuinniiMinniitnuitHNniiiuiiiiimiiimUiiiiitTiiiiHjijiumiHmiumumiujii/uiiit: 


PEARS 


CONDITION  (June  l) 


PRODUCTION 


ST  ATT?. 

iiV  C  X 

» 

t 

•        ii.V  fc?I  dgc 

:                   :  Indicated 

• 
• 

i qp^^p 

>              X.  zlOO 

»          J.  uOO 

*        1 QPP—^P 

:  1935 

1936 

r~\  "V  /"»  Q  *M  4" 

Thousand  bushels 

Mo 

oo 

r  ( 

r  a 

io 

6 

7 

"NT  TT 

pp 
oo 

7P 

RR 
bo 

11 

8 

7 

Vf 
V  u. 

P7 

RP 

q 

5 

2 

M  o  r*  o 

Mas  s  • 

OO 

O'X 
(  o 

RR 

bp 

oo 

45 

41 

SX»  1. 

PA 
o4 

PA 

DO 

7P 
CO 

Q 
O 

5 

6 

ooniit 

Q  O 

7A 
f  4 

71 

<co 

15 

17 

at  y 

7z3 

7P 

i  a 

AR 
4b 

1  ,  CU6 

663 

660 

TvT  T 

R7 

r^ 

bo 

R1 
bl 

1  HR 

iao 

79 

86 

Jr  a. 

D  r 

bb 

A7 
4  r 

oyo 

370 

251 

UiilO 

RR 
Do 

CP 
bo 

^P 
Oo 

400 

196 

mo.. 

RR 
DO 

A  Q 

bo 

1  QQ 

lob1 

170 

68 

1 1  i.. 

PIT 
Dl 

AR 

bo 

'XR 

Oo 

A  A  C 

44b 

659 

308 

lYlJ.  Oil. 

RR 

bo 

baa 

680 

657 

R7 
O  ( 

A  R 

bo 

ob 

•ol 

102 

.  43 

Mr. 

A  7 

*X  l 

c  c 

oo 

lo 

470 

100 

lie  ui  • 

co:  ■ 
D<o 

e;a 
ob 

OO 

"7.  R 

44' 

23 

XT  nvi  n 

xYclil b  • 

*±D 

54 

T  0 

10  7 

217 

59 

-L/C  JL  • 

R^ 
DO 

A  'X 
40 

61 

oo 

^9 

27 

32 

RP 

R1 

bl 

en 
O  ( 

105 

106 

96 

v  e&m 

A  A 

04 

<d7b 

325 

224 

Vv  •  V  :1c 

^p 
oo 

^A 
04 

11 

bo 

64 

18 

XM  •  U  • 

*x  r 

DU 

Ob 

<d0  ? 

222 

130 

s.  c. 

RR 
«J  o 

RR 
DO 

r.O 

DC, 

QA 

y4 

71 

69 

RR 
DO 

A  O 

r~  n 

58 

166 

97 

166 

63 

L><-J 

^  rr 

r  o 

4y 

35 

64 

Kv 

c-  7 

04 

14 

180 

126 

40 

Tenn. 

7P 
Oo 

<;4 

<5<do 

113 

100 

Ala- 

4U 

55 

<d  7  J 

145 

277 

Miss, 

56 

oo 

b  r 

1  Q7 
1  j  f 

121 

312 

Ark. 

dpi 

R7 
o  < 

<da 

1  Pi 
1-cl 

154 

47 

La. 

59 

47 

60 

64 

50 

66  ,,*: 

Okla. 

35 

58 

3 

133 

245 

34 

Tex. 

52 

49 

34 

371 

469 

247 

Idaho 

73 

76 

73 

65 

57 

60 

Colo. 

79 

70 

/a 

ooa 

351 

312 

N.Mex. 

49 

56 

42 

43 

38 

31 

Ariz. 

69 

75 

63 

15 

12 

10 

Utah 

76 

74 

75 

77 

49 

74 

Nev. 

64 

68 

53 

5 

8 

4 

Wash. 

64 

74 

66 

2,771 

5,060 

4,810 

Oreg. 

73 

74 

69 

2,711 

3,360 

3,384 

Calif. 

70 

52 

66  ■ 

1/  9,534 

6,792 

9,406 

U.S. 

65a 

60.1 

57.8 

1/23,146 

22,035- 

22,544 

1/  Includes 

some  quantities  not 

harvested  on 

account  of 

market  conditions. 

mbp 
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UNITED' STATES  BEPARTMENf  OR  AGRICULTURE     '  Washington  ,  D  .  C . ,  ••  :• 

E1UREAU  OP*  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS  £^.^..t.„5*...i?..?.? 

QROP  REPORTING  BOARD  .I^9..J*]i»...Il^?.?..L 


C  H  E 

RE  I 

-E  S  1/ 

,J_i                           -L.  / 

CONDITION  June 

1 

PRODUCTION  2/ 

STATE 

:  Average,  ,* 

■ :  Average, 

Indicated 

:  1928-32  :■    1935    .:  .. 

193  6  . 

■■ :  1928-32 

:  1935 

1936  : 

Percent 

Tons 

Hew  York 

.70            ■  88  - 

•47 

1  3/l8,379: 

22,550 

' 12,060' 

Sweet 

-66-   '  :  :-""?5-'- 

51 

4/  2,657 

- 1,950 

1,140 

Sour 

71  89 

46 

4/  17,918 

20,600 

10,920 

Pennsylvania 

64 

32 

4/  .  7,228 

7,360 

3,300 

Ohio 

63 

18 

4/  .  3,115 

4,260 

1,180 

Michigan  . 

66'  72 

65 

.21,200 

25, 660 

27,900 

Wisconsin 

80 

41 

;  6,583 

6,050 

3,000 

Montana 

— .  92 

17 

556 

524 

120 

Idaho 

63 

'  69 

3, 160 

3,  024 

2,  870 

Colorado 

54.  74 

10 

3! 1 315 

4,  662 

520 

Utah 

62.  61 

78 

3,530 

3,540 

4,960 

Washington 

60'  •  '  53 

67 

13,575 

12, 600 

17,900 

Oregon 

— '  '         52  ; 

57 

10,513 

13 , 900 

14,000 

California 

61  49 

69 

3/  18,750 

15,000 

22,400 

12  STATES 

64.8 

57.1 

3/107,896 

120,130 

110,210 

l/  Eor  States  other  than  New  York,  production  includes  "both  sweet  and  sour  cherries. 
2/  Estimates  of  total  production  "based  on  commercial  sales,  plus  allowances  for 

local  sales,  home  use,  etc. 
3/  Includes  some  quantities  not  harvested  on  account  of  price. 
4/  Short-time  average. 


CROP  REPORT 

as  of 


ouhu  tm  11  tmiim  11 1  Hiiuiu  i  u  ti  111  tiutTui  m  1  tuun 


MISCELLANEOUS 

FRUITS  AED 

NUTS 

CONDITION  JTJHB  1  ±J 

OF  EARLY 

POTATOES 

(California  &  Florida 

IF  SOUTHERN 

STATES 

CROP 

:     CONDITIO!  JUN 

E  1  : 

ALL  EARLY  POTATOES  2/ 

AND 

:    Avg .  : 

* 

Average,  : 

• 

STATE 

:1928-32: 

1935  : 

1936 

STATE     :     1924-32  : 

1935 

:  1936 

Percent 

Percent 

C-RAPES  : 

Florida 

77 

65 

77  : 

N.C.  79 

81 

47 

California,  all 

83 

82 

68  : 

S.C.  .  .  70 

72 

52 

Wine  varieties 

83 

86 

73 

:    Ga.  73 

75 

44 

Raisin  varieties 

82 

80 

.65  : 

Fla.  75 

69 

60 

Table  varieties 

82 

83 

73 

:    Ala.  74 

80 

68 

OTHER  CROPS: 

:    Miss.  76 

76 

75 

California: 

:    Ark.  74 

73 

65 

Apricots 

64 

51 

58  : 

•    La.  74 

81 

72 

Figs 

77 

82 

71 

:     Okla.  74 

71 

62 

Olives. 

78* 

84 

63  : 

Tex^  70 

70 

•     67      _  V 

Almonds  ,. 

.62'  ■'. 

41 

39 

-     10  States      '  73.9 

75.1 

62.1 

Walnuts 
Florida: 
Avocados 
Pineapples 

74' 

'"68'  "' 
66  \  . 

80 

42 
67 

71  •'. 

'58  •' 
85  . 

\  1/  Condition  reported  as  of  June  1  or  at 
\        time  of  harvest. 
2/  Includes  all  potatoes  for  harvest  "be- 
fore Sept  emoer  1  in  States  mentioned. 
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CROP  REPORT 

as  of 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

CROP  REPORTING  BOARD 


Washington,  D.  C. , 

...June....lQ.,  19.3.6  

3:00  P.M.  (E..T.1 


«HUuimiKttuummiu«iiuuttmiunimuaMUM 


uunuMMimunmrnMrnHniiunmiimiuiiiiuiiiiiiimmumuuNiiuuiitimiiuHH 


MiiuunnnMiniii 


nMiiiifiiitiiHimitiir 


CITRUS_FRUITS 
PRODUCTION  1/ 


CROP 


CONDITION  JUNE  1 


AND  .  : 

Average 

*  * 
I    ♦  • 

Indicated  .'Average : 

* 

STATE  • 

1928-32 

:    1934  : 

1935 

:  19 23-32: 

1934  : 

1935  : 

1936 

1,000  boxes 

Percent 

t 

ORANGES : 

California,  all 

33,022 

46,086 

34,313 

87 

74 

84 

83 

» 

Valencias 



27,096 

19,754 

89 

74 

84 

:  84 

Navels  and  Misc. 

— »r- 

18,990 

14,559 

84 

73 

83 

81 

Florida,  all 

15,010 

17,600 

17,700 

76 

81 

55 

70 

Early  and  mi&season 



10,700 

9,500 

— — 

— 

— 

v  clx  ciic  j.  as 

b ,  1UU 

Tangerines 

2,  000 

o,  1UU 

2/  67 

75 

42 

71 

Sat  sumas 

2/  64 

73 

34 

62 

Texas 

292 

560 

747 

47 

36 

76 

Arizona 

133 

170 

260 

73 

87 

68 

Alabama 

100 

140 

2 

(3) 

M i  s  s  i  s  s ipp  i 

41 

88 

1 

1 

Louisiana 

218 

293 

244 



95 

70 

7  States  4/ 

48,816 

64,937 

53,267 

— 

-- 

GRAPEFRUIT : 

Florida,  all 

11,657 

15,200 

11,500 

72 

79 

51 

69 

Seedless 



4,100 

4,000 

— 

— 

—  — 

Other 



11,100 

7,500 

-- 

— 

"  "  *  ' 

California 

1,209 

2,167 

2,275 

72 

87 

80 

Texas 

1,457 

2,750 

40 

28 

71 

Arizona 

408 

1,240 

2,090 

82 

90 

65 

4  States  4/ 

14,730 

21,357 

18,606 

LEMONS : 

California  4/ 

.  7,251 

10,506 

8,226 

82 

83 

80 

81 

LIKES : 

Florida 

8 

8 

:  10 

75 

73 

59 

73 

#  1/  Relates  to  crop  from  bloon  of  year  shown,  picking -beginning  November  1  in  Cali- 

fornia and  September -1  in  other  States.  - ■ * 

*  2/  Short-time  average. 

3/  Failure  reported.  •   •  -  ■    •  • 

4/  Net  content  of  boxes  'varies .     In  California  and  Arizona  the  approximate  average 
for  oranges  is  70  lb.  net  and  grapefruit  60  lb.;  in  Florida  and  other  States 
oranges  90  Tb.  and  grapefruit  80  lb.;  California  lemons,   about  '76  lb.  net. 


ela 
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UaMITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  Washington,  D.  C, 

DUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS     '  r  '""*  Jling  '  10  "19S6  

CROP  REPORTING  HOARD  ...3  :.QQ„.p  ? ;  CE.-T..0.. 

■nHMmifUHumrttuMiHinmirnnuiimnmiiuuimiJirfmu^ 


APRICOT'S ,  PLUMS,  AND  PRUNES 

CROP 

:  CONDI 

!i  or  june 

1 

PRODUCTION 

A  "NTT) 

:  Average 

:  Average,  : 

:  Indi 

cat  ed 

OX  Ad.  Hi 

:  1923-32 

:  1935  : 

"I  O  T  c 

:    192o-o2  : 

19ob      :  J  one 

1,  1936 

■Percent 

Tons 

Arixl  uJib  ! 

usuLii  ornia 

67 

51 

o8 

1/  227,400 

216, 000 
Fresh  Basis 

223 -,000 

"PT  T  Tin  if  c;  • 

JVl-LCIiJ-^aii 

cn. 
DO 

/2 

55 

6,  698 

7 ,  63b 

California 

78 

52 

71 

1/  64,200 

48 , 000 

58 ,000 

rii.ui._ib:   iior  use  iresn) 

i  cLaiiO 

62 

62 

22, 840 

18 , 960 

1!  eibllXll^  b  Oil 

2j  64 

66 

1  q  qqp; 

-LO  ,  O  C7  «J 

15, 200 

Oregon 

47 

68 

27 ,  260 

PRUNES  (For  drying)  :  3/ 

Dry  Basis 

Washington 

2j  55 

74 

30 

3,781 

5,590 

Oregon 

59 

63 

1/  25,500 

31,500 

California 

64 

69 

52 

1/  196,660 

258,000 

156,000- 

CROP  REPORT 

as  of 
_Jjm.e...li__1936.., 


1/  Includes  some  quantities  not  harvested  on  account  of  market  conditions. 
2/  Short-time  average. 

3/  To  convert  California  estimates  to  fresh  fruit  "basis,  multiply  "by  2\.     In  the 
other  States,  the  ratio  ranges  from  3  to  4  (fresh)  to  1  dried. 


oOo 


CONDITION  OP  COMMERCIAL 

TRUCK  CROPS  ON  JUNE  1, 

1936,  WITH 

COMPARISONS 

:10~year  averagi 

5 :     June  : 

May 

:  June 

CROP 

:        June  1, 

:      1,  : 

1, 

:  1, 

:  1923-32 

:     1935  : 

1936 

:  1936 

POP  MARKET : 

:  Percent 

:  Percent  : 

Percent 

Percent 

  85.5 

87.4 

84.7 

79.5 

80.5 

70.0 

72.4 

74.7 

72.8 

62.8 

  *87.7 

80.8 

69.6 

  80.9 

80.9 

73.5 

68.4 

  77.5 

82.1 

85.8 

76.2 

  88.0 

88.5 

.  92.0 

92.3 

  80.2 

84.8 

85.0 

66.3 

  80.3 

87.0 

78.7 

83.0 

  71.5 

72.5 

59.9 

63.9 

*73.4 

78.7 

70.1 

78.4 

  81.3 

74.8 

85.6 

  82.6 

83.8 

75.3 

75.7 

  80.3 

85.7 

85.0 

81.3 

  *75.8 

79.4 

64.1 

72.6 

  78.7 

79.0 

75.1 

65.4 

  *90.0 

89.5 

75.0 

70.7 

  75.3 

80.1 

77.6 

62.6 

  "76.0 

68.0 

72.8 

75.9 

  77.3 

74.1 

70.1 

67.5 

P0R  MANUFACTURE: 

  83.5 

90.4 

80.0 

*  5-year  average 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
BUREAU  0?  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
CROP  REPORTING  BOARD 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.  June  10,  1936 


MILK  PRODUCED  PER  MILK  COW  IN  HERDS  KEPT  BY  CROP  REPORTERS  l/ 


:        June  1 

:        June  1 

:        June  1 

:      June  1 

STATE 

:iAvgJ  1925-33_ 

:  1934 

:  1935 

:  1936 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

i  c  a 
lb.  U 

1  C  Q 

ID.  O 

ID  •  ft 

n  r  r 

ID.  J 

16.8 

16.0 

17.0 

17. 1 

IT  J- 

yt. 

17.  6 

17. 1 

13.0 

no  O 

19.  y 

Mass. 

no  /i 

19.4 

18.  6 

~i  o  n 

19.  i 

1  Q  ■  ^ 
lb.  D 

R.  I. 

20  9 

'20 . 0 

21.5 

Conn. 

18.8 

17.6 

TOO 
X     .  ^ 

20.3 

N.Y. 

22.  7 

21.8 

22.  9 

"NT  T 

OI  o 
<dl  •  <o 

Ol  A 

oi  tz. 
21  •  b 

OP  R 

ST  Q.m 

•"■"A  c 

oi  o 
21  •  2 

OI  C 

N.  ATL. 

20.76 

19.77 

20.99 

21.85 

Ohio 

20.0 

18.7 

19.3 

19.5 

Ind. 

18.0 

15.9 

17.5 

17.5 

111. 

17.7 

16.8 

17.0 

17.5 

Mich. 

22.4 

21.1 

21.5 

22.8 

W"i  c  . 

1Q  ? 

X.ZJ  m  l~J 

OO  "I 
CjCj  *  X 

P3.3 

E.U. CENT. 

20.  53 

13.37 

19.98 

20.89 

Minn. 

20 . 2 

16.4 

20.3 

20.9 

la. 

17.7 

15.7 

17.7 

17;9 

Mo. 

12.8 

I!*  6 

13*5 

lliS 

N.Dak. 

16.6 

11*5 

14ft  1 

16.2 

S.Dak. 

16.4 

10.7 

14.1 

15i7 

Nebr. 

17.1 

15.1 

15.6 

17.9 

Kans. 

17.0 

15.1 

15.5 

16.5 

W.N.C1NT. 

17.05 

13.95 

16.08 

16.97 

DpI 

i  r  n 

1  7  Q 

xo.  o 

1  R  •  4 

lb.  o 

1  £  Q 
lb.  3 

v  a. 

"1/1  D 

14.  2 

12.  7 

14.  U 

10  9 

W.  va. 

15. 1 

12.9 

13.5 

13;3 

"NT  /T» 

N.  C. 

13.3 

11.5 

11.7 

11.  8 

10. 9 

10.  7 

9.8 

10.  7 

Gs  . 

Q  7 

p  a 

P.  7 

Fla. 

7.4 

6.7 

6.8 

8.6 

S.  ATL. 

15.00 

11.  64 

11.85 

12.  25 

ID.  U 

IOC 

12.  r 

17  1 

12  7 
X  o.  I 

Tenn. 

no  o 
12.  o 

i  a  r> 
1U.  r 

i "  c; 

11  P 
XX .  Cj 

Al  a 

aX  d. 

Q  Pi 

7  q 
f  .  o 

P  Q 

P  fi 

Mi 

IVXJL  o  O  . 

Q  4 

7  R 

Q  A 

8. 1 

!\  rlr 
-rix  K.. 

11.  U 

Q  Q 

X  X  •  u 

T.a 

9  R 

K  P 
O.  o 

R  R 

7   2  ' 

OV1  p\ 

1  ^  Q 

11  1 

1  ^  A 

12  0 

in  r 

1U.  D 

1  Pi  A 
1U  .  ft 

11  1 

10  4 

X  w. 

S.  CENT. 

11.51 

10.19 

10.82 

10.63 

Mont. 

16.0 

14.3 

15.3 

16.8 

T  r\  o  Vi  /S 

on  o 

C\Jn  2 

2U.  U 

OA  1 
<oU.  X 

Wyo. 

Colo. 

15.3 

14.5 

13.1 

15.2 

15.1 

15.3 

12.8 

15.9 

T\T  !(„.r 

11.6 

9.3 

10.9 

13.0 

Ari  z . 

17.0 

15.1 

13.2 

18.3 

Utah 

17.5 

16.3 

17.8  ' 

19.4 

Nev. 

15.7 

13.1 

17.4 

14;3 

Wash. 

22.1 

20.  8 

22.2 

'  22i5 

Oreg. 

20.5 

19.1 

20.6 

20.8 

Calif. 

19.5 

21.3 

20.4 

21.1 

WEST 

18.07 

17.33 

17.69 

18.72 

U.S. 

17.20 

15.11 

16.41 

i  6.99 

1/  Averages 

obtained  by  dividing  the  reported  daily  milk  production  of  herds  kept 

"by  reporters 

by  the  total  number 

of  milk  cows 

(in  milk  or  dry) 

in  these  herds. 

mbp 

-18- 

